REMARKS 



Claims 1-30 were rejected as anticipated by Gibbs. While Gibbs does discuss uploading 
of information in the form of providing updates that could go from a client to a server, Gibbs has 
nothing about scheduling those updates as set forth in the pending claims. In particular, with 
respect to claim 1 , there is no scheduling a data upload session based on a message received on a 
client from a server. Based on a review of the reference, it is respectfully submitted that the 
reference does not teach such information. 

Page 4 of the office action, at line 2, indicates that scheduling a data upload session based 
on the message may be anticipated by "see video feeds uploading data to the server." But even if 
there is uploading of data, there is no scheduling of data uploads based on a message from the 
server to the client. 

In view of these remarks, reconsideration of the rejection of the claims is respectfully 
requested. 

In paragraph 4 of the office action, certain Section 112, second paragraph, indefinite 
objections were made. With respect to claim 2, there was an objection to "the clients." An 
appropriate response was made to amend claim 2 to take out "the." 

With respect to claim 7, there was an objection to "said data to said server." The claim 
was amended to remove the antecedent basis problem. 

With respect to claim 1 1, the claim was objected to that the scope of the uploading of 
information has no antecedent basis. The claim was amended to remove the word "the." 

With respect to claim 12, an objection to "each of the clients" as lacking antecedent basis 
was made and the claim was amended to overcome the objection. 

With respect to claim 20, again, an objection was made to the use of the words "schedule 
the uploading of information" and the claim was amended to remove the word "the." 

With respect to claim 24, the objection to the language therein was made by making an 
appropriate amendment that provides sufficient antecedent basis. 

With respect to claim 26, the word "the" was deleted to overcome the antecedent basis 
objection. 
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With respect to claim 29, the word "the" was deleted to overcome the antecedent basis 
objection. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date: December 10, 2004 
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